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(Can) “ Sambo Brand Chum Salmon * * * Packed In Alaska By South-
ern Alaska Canning Co., Seattle, Wash.”; “Action Brand Pink Salmon?”;
“ Hobby Brand Pink Salmon Packed In Alaska By Southern Alaska Cannmg
Co 1

Examination by the Bureau of Chemistry of this department of samples
from the different consignments showed from 10 per cent to 30 per cent of
decomposed salmon. .

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that it consisted in whole or in part of a filthy and decomposed and putrid
animal substance.

On June 15, 1925, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on behalf
of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $250.

R. W. DUNLAP, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

138620. Adulteration of butter. U, S. v. Armour Co. Plea of guilty.
uine, $200. (F. & D. No. 19321. I. 8. Nos. 12283—v, 12278-v.)

On April 27, 1925, the United States attorney for the District of Idaho, act-
ing upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court of
the United States for said district an information against Armour & Co., trad-
ing at Pocatello, Idaho, alleging shipment by said company, in violation of the
food and drugs act, on or about July 12, 1924, from the State of Idaho into the
State of Utah, of a quantity of butter Whlch was adulterated. The article was
labeled in part: “ Goldendale Creamery Butter” (and “ Royal- Butter”)
“Armour And Company General Offices Chicago Distributors.”

Analyses by the Bureau of Chemistry of this department of two samples of
the article from each shipment” showed an average of 79 31 per cent and 79.18
per cent, respectively, of fat.

Adulteratlon of the article was alleged in the information for the reason that
a substance deficient in milk fat had been substituted for butter, a product
which should contain not less than 80 per cent by weight of milk fat as defined
and described by the act of March 4, 1923, which the said article purported
to be. -
On July 8, 1925 a plea of gullty to the mformatmn was entered on behalf
of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $200.

R. W. DunLapr, Acting Secretary of Agrwulture

13621. Adulteration of canned soup. U. S. v. 595 Cases of Sonp. Defanlt
decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No.
20074. 1. 8. Nos. 21551-v, 23772-v, 23775~-v. 8. No. C-4732,)

On May 18, 1925, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of Mis-
souri, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure and con-
demnation of 3595 cases of canned soup, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at St. Louis, Mo., alleging that the article had been shipped by the
Wilson-Butt Co., Paducah, Ky., on or about May 11, 1925, and transported from
the State of Kentucky into the State of Missouri, and charging adulteration in
violation of the food and drugs act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it con-
sisted in whole or in part of a filthy, decomposed, or putrid vegetable sub-
stance.

On July 23, 1925, no claimant having appeared for the property, Judgment of.
condemnatlon and forfelture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that
the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

R. W. DunLaPr, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

13622, Adulteration of canned cherries. U. S. v. 48 Cases of Cherries. De-
fault decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. &
D. No. 20022, I. 8. No. 14089-v. 8. No. E~5298.)

On April 21, 1925, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Pennsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filled in
the District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the
seizure and condemnation of 46 cases of cherries, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at Philadelphia, Pa., which had theretofore been consigned
in interstate commerce from Westfield, N. Y., to Pittsburgh, Pa., and reshipped
to Philadelpbia, alleging that the article had been shipped from Pittsburgh,
Pa., on or about March 18, 1925, and charging adulteration in violation of the
food ard drugs act. The article was labeled in part: (Can) ‘Pride Of West-
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field Brand * * * Red Pitted Sour Cherries Packed By 'l‘he Westﬂeld
Fruit Products Co. Inc. Westfield, N. Y.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
consisted in whole or in part of a filthy, decomposed and putrid vegetable
substance.

On July 22, 1925, no claimant havmg appeared for the property, judgment of
condemnatlon and forfelture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that
the product be destroyed by the United IStates marshal.

R. W. DUNLAP, Acting Secretary of Agmoulture.

13623, Misbranding of canned shrimp. U. S. v. 41 Cases of Shrimp. Coh-
sent decree of condemnation and forfeitare. Produet released
under bond. (F. & D. No. 19972.. I. 8. No. 14911-v, 8. No. C—4701.) :

On April 6, 1925, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Missouri, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the
seizure and condemnation of 41 cases of shrimp, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at St. Louis, Mo., alleging that the article had been shipped
by the Martin Fountain Packing Co Biloxi, Miss., on or about February 12,
1925, and transported from the State of MlSSlSSlppl into the State of. M1ssour1
and chargmo' misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act as amended.
The article was labeled in part: (Can) “ Dry Shrimp Contents 5-3/4 Oz.”

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
statement “ Contents 5-3/4 Oz.,” borne on the labels, was false and misleading
and deceived and misled the purchaser, and for the further reason that the
article was food in package form and the quantity of the contents was not
plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the package.

On July 27, 1925, the Haas-Lieber Grocery Co., St. Louis, Mo., having ap-
peared as clalmant for the property and having consented to the entry bf a
decree, judgment of condemnation was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be released to the said claimant to be relabeled under
the superv1s1on of this department, upon the execution of a good and suffi-
cient bond in conformity with section 10 of the act, and it was further
ordered that the claimant pay the costs of the proceedings o

R. W. DUNLAP, Acting Secretary of Agrwulture

13624, Adulteration of eanned salmon. U. 8. v, Alaskna Consolida.ted Can-
neries. Plea of guilty. Fine, $100. (F. & D. No. 18573v I. 8. Nos.
11494~v, 12053-v.)

On June 17, 1924, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Washington, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district an information against the
Alaska Consolidated Canneries, a corporation, Seattle, Wash., alleging ship-
ment by said company, in violation of the food and drugs act, in two consign-
ments, namely, on or about March 25 and July 20, 1923, respectively, from the
Territory of Alaska 4o the State of Washington, of quantities of canned salmon
which was adulterated. One consignment of the article was labeled in part:
(Can) “Tryet Brand Pink Salmon * * * Packed In Alaska by Southern
Alaska Canning Co., Main Office Seattle, Wash.” The other consignment of the
said article was labeled in part: (Can) “ Blue Funnell Brand Pink Salmon.”

Examination by the Bureau of Chemistry of this department of 96 cans of
the Tryet brand showed that 29 cans, or 30.2 per cent, contained decomposed
salmon. Examination of 144 cans of the Blue Funnel brand showed that 65
cans, or 45.1 per cent, contained decomposed salmon.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason that
it consisted in whole or in part of a filthy and decomposed and putrid animal
substance.

On April 6, 1925, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on behalf
of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $100.,

R. W. DunLaP, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

13625. Misbranding of Vita Rica tonic pills and laxative. U. S8. v. 9
Bottles, et al.,, of Vita Rica Tonic Pills and Laxative. Default de-
eree of condemnation forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. Nos.
19061, 19062, 19063. 1. S Nos. 3554—v, 8555-v, 3556-v. 8. No. £E—4978.)

On October 14, 1924, the United States attorney for the District of Porto

Rico, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District

Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the selzure and con-



